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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRI CT OF MARYLAND
Balti nore Division

ALBERT SNYDER
Pl aintiff : Gv. No. 1:06-cv-01389- RDB
FRED PHELPS, et al |
Def endant .
DEFENDANT FRED W PHELPS S AND WESTBORO BAPTI ST CHURCH S MOTI ON

TO CONTI NUE SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND TO FOREGO A SETTLEMENT
CONFERENCE | F AN AVAI LABLE DATE CANNOT BE SCHEDULED

Def endants Fred W Phel ps, Sr. (“Phel ps”) and Westboro
Bapti st Church, Inc. (“Westboro” or “WBC’) (collectively,
“Defendants”), respectfully reply as follows to Plaintiff’s
Motion to continue the settlenent conference date, and nove to
forego a settlenent conference if a nutually avail able date
cannot be schedul ed:

1. Def endants consent and nove to reschedul e the
Septenber 13, 2007, nediation date, which was set by the Court.
Under si gned counsel is not avail able Septenber 13, when he w |
be observing Rosh Hashanah, one of the two holiest days in the
Jewi sh cal endar, when observant Jews do not work and when
under si gned counsel’s law firmw ||l be closed entirely, as a
result.

2. On Septenber 10, 2007, Plaintiff’s counsel inforned

under si gned counsel and the pro se defendants that the Court is
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not available for a settlenent conference on the parties’
nmutual |y avail abl e dates proposed in Plaintiff’s Mtion.

Plaintiff’s counsel indicated that Cctober 2 was suggested
fromthe Court. However, said date is unavailable to undersigned
counsel, as it conflicts with the first day of a two to four-day
jury trial in Maryland v. Rinfrow, Prince George’ s County,

Maryl and, Circuit Court Crim No. CT071385X.

3. To date, the only other date available to al
Def endants and the pro se defendants is Septenber 17, 2007.
Plaintiff’s counsel did not submt said date to the Court, which
means that Plaintiff is the only party not available on said
dat e.

4. As nmuch as Defendants would like to engage in a
settlement conference, if a nmutually avail able settl enment
conference date is not available to the Court and all parties,
Def endants respectfully nove to forego a settl enent conference.

5. On Septenber 11, 2007, undersigned counsel left a
voice mail to Plaintiff’s counsel Sean Sunmers -- when he was
not avail able by phone — inform ng himof undersigned counsel’s
intention to notify the Court of Defendants’ avail able
settl enent conference dates, and to request that no settl enment

conference be held if a nutually avail able date could not be



reached. As of the filing of this Mtion, undersigned counsel
awaits a reply fromPlaintiff’s counsel

VWHEREFORE, Defendants respectfully nove to strike the
Septenber 13 settlenent conference date, to set a new settlenent
conference date available to all parties, and to renove this
civil action from nediation if a nutually available settlenent
conference date can not be reached.

Respectfully subm tted,

/sl
Jonathan L. Katz
D. Md. Bar No. 07007
1400 Spring St., Suite 410
Silver Spring, MD 20910
Ph: (301) 495-4300
Fax: (301) 495-8815
j on@mar kskat z. com
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Paul W M nnich, Esq.
Craig Tod Trebil cock, Esq.
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